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M:mtrose Ch:mi.cal in I.os Ar¥Jeles 
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FROM: EriC 
Alexis 

· "A R0120 

TO: 

-

Keith 

11lat have" we been oo.i.nJ at this site for the past io DDnths1i 

~assistance fran Metcalf & Effiy, develqm ~ RI/FS workplan for 
the site, revi~ draft arr3. fiM.l oopies With stat,;! am local agencies, arr3. 
the cxrrpany. We net with M:mtrose to n!qUest they oorXiuct the RI per our 
workplan; last week they resporx3ed with a woefully ~te workplan of their 
own. 

e N:>rkplan inadequacies: 

e . 

1. asSlEeS caw.i.nl, am EPA • s approval thereof 
2. grossly incx>nsistent t:echni.cal approach, in cx:rrparison to EPA workplan. 
3. no Phase I on-site soil satpl.i.nJ; relies on historic data (not usable). 
4. no cx:mni.blent to off-site soil sanplin:J program. 
5. no air DDnitoring. 
6. no specific scmpling plans-grossly overdue. · 
7. health & safety plan grossly -~te. ,· 
B. insufficient detail ~lnlt; wool.d need nilch nOO:ification, review, delay. 
9. no title search, no a::mm.mi.ty relations CXJipOnents to their workplan. 

10. no justification for the red11ced list of chsnicals to be analyzed for. 
ll. 

m+<:aw:in;J proposal: 
1. pres\meS EPA approval 
2. different intent-assumes final solution 
3. requires I1DVirv;J nuc:h si:>il, especially IOOSt contaminated portions of site 
4. inadequate detail: overall, air portion, .health & safety portion 
s. likely increases IDl' exposure ~h earth IIDVinq 
6. stornwater runoff not awered 
7. inappropriate air nr:mitor:in;J stanr:1ard · (100 _v 10 ppn) ., : . 

• • !.. . 

~ons: 
1. Via letter, infoz:m them of deficiencies am reqilest oomuct.il'g RI per 

EPA wor)q>lan. call first to do so, am guage their response. 
2. Issue 106. or "1003 order, requir:in;J perfonnanoe of EPA workplan. 
3. Accept-their proposal as is. 
4. HYbrid: let them oo wells, we do soils et al. 

Rec:armerXIation: 
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